


M y understanding of the Commission' s intent in including the Ordinance 197

"exemption provision" was to recognize the ability of property owners desiring to
develop their property in a manner consistent with the land use desig~ation in the General
Plan but inconsistent with Ordinance 197 to go to the voters on a projecJ by project basis

requesting approval of an amendment to 197 exempting the proposed project from all or
any portion of Ordinance 197.

As written, §8.4-1-15 appears to recognize exemptions only as to the ridgeline provisions
of Ordinance 197. There are a number of other constraints (for example, creek setback

requirements) in Ordinance 197 which could affect development of a parcel. If your
intent was simply to acknowledge that voter approval would be required for development
inconsistent with Ordinance 197, I recommend that you delete the words "specifically the
prohibition of development on or adjacent to Major and Minor Ridges. ..."

I apologize that this is coming to you belatedly but clarification now may avoid confusion
and controversy down the road. Neither of these changes would impact the draft EIR.

cc: Phil Wong
Debbie Chamberlain


